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REDACTED - FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 Twelfth Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Notification of Ex Parte Presentation in WC Docket No. 06-172

Dear Ms. Dortch:

On November 8, 2007, Lisa R. Youngers of XO Communications, LLC, and Brad E.
Mutschelknaus and Genevieve Morelli of Kelley Drye & Warren LLP, met with Ian Dillner,
Legal Advisor to Chairman Kevin J. Martin. At the meeting, the parties demonstrated that data
submitted in the above-referenced proceeding before the Commission does not demonstrate
significant levels of facilities-based competition within any of the Metropolitan Statistical Areas
subject to the Verizon Petitions. The attached documents were distributed at the meeting.

Please note, this ex parte filing is redacted for public inspection, in accordance with the
terms of the Second Protective Order in the above-referenced proceeding. 1 As required by the
Second Protective Order, unredacted copies of the same have been delivered to the Commission
Secretary, and to Gary Remondino of the Wireline Competition Bureau, under separate cover.

In the Matter of the Petitions of the Verizon Telephone Companies for Forbearance
Pursuant to 47 Us.c. § 160(c) in the Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Pittsburgh,
Providence, WC Docket No. 06-172, Order, DA 07-208 (reI. Jan. 25, 2007) ("Second
Protective Order").

DCOI/FREEB/316174.2



KELLEY DRYE & WARREN LLP

Ms. Marlene Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
November 9, 2007
Page Two

Please feel free to contact the undersigned counsel at (202) 342-8625 if you have any
questions, or require further information.

Respectfully submitted,

Brett Heather Freedson

cc (via email): Jeremy Miller
Tim Stelzig

DCOl/FREEB/316174.2
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1/       XO’s and Verizon’s GeoResults data is different for each of these markets.  This is likely attributable in part to the timing of the GeoResults data
dip performed for each company.  Also, XO had its figures scrubbed and produced by GeoResults whereas it is our understanding that Verizon
arrived at its figures by accessing the underlying database itself.  For purposes of this table,  XO used the higher of the two GeoResults figures for
each market.

142131Total

157Pittsburgh

5040Philadelphia

5350New York

2434Boston

Confirmed 
Number of 
XO Lit 
Buildings

GeoResults
Number of 
XO Lit 
Buildings1/

MSA
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0.01%1421,070,924Total

0%072,229Virginia Beach

0%056,927Providence

0.01%1585,694Pittsburgh

0.02%50217,725Philadelphia

0.01%53446,122New York

0.01%24192,227Boston

% Commercial 
XO Lit Buildings

Confirmed 
Number of XO Lit 
Buildings

Commercial
Buildings

MSA
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***BEGIN CONFIDENTIAL

END CONFIDENTIAL***

1/   These figures include carrier hotels, as well as addresses to which Qwest makes available no DS0,
DS1 or DS3 services.  If these addresses were backed-out, the totals would be substantially lower.

Total

Virginia Beach

Providence

Pittsburgh

Philadelphia

New York

Boston

GeoResults’
Number of 
Qwest Lit 
Buildings

Qwest’s
Wholesale List 
of On-Net
Buildings1/

Verizon’s 
Number of 
Qwest Lit 
Buildings

MSA
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Total

Virginia Beach

Providence

Pittsburgh

Philadelphia

New York

Boston

GeoResults CLEC Lit Buildings
(including MCI)

VZ Reported “Carrier-Building 
Instances”

MSA

***BEGIN CONFIDENTIAL

END CONFIDENTIAL***
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0.25%2,7731,070,924Total

1.9%1,39572,229Virginia Beach

0.40%23356,927Providence

0.18%16285,694Pittsburgh

0.14%320217,725Philadelphia

0.09%429446,122New York

0.12%234192,227Boston

% Commercial 
CLEC Lit 
Buildings
(including MCI)

Commercial 
CLEC Lit 
Buildings

Commercial
Buildings

MSA
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28%1658Virginia Beach

33%1133Providence

77%114149Pittsburgh

50%78156Philadelphia

45%52115New York

53%69131Boston

% of Wire 
Centers With No 
CLEC Lit Fiber

Number of 
Wire Centers 
With No 
CLEC Lit 
Fiber

Number of 
Wire 
Centers

MSA
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4.29%711,654Virginia Beach
NRFLVABL

0.97%798,129Providence
PRVDRIWA

1.09%454,137Pittsburgh
PITBPADT

0.68%324,676Philadelphia
PHLAPALO

1.07%444,008New York
NYCMNYBS

1.49%151,007Boston
WLHMMAWE

% Commercial 
CLEC Lit 
Buildings

Commercial 
CLEC Lit 
Buildings

Commercial
Buildings

Wire Centers in Each 
MSA With Highest % 
of CLEC Lit 
Buildings
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1.7%0.8%Pittsburgh

6.0%2.7%Philadelphia

4.2%1.9%New York

1.6%0.7%Boston

% Within 
1000 ft.

% of Total Commercial Buildings 
Within 500 ft. of XO facilities

MSA
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***BEGIN HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL***

***END HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL***

Virginia Beach

Providence

Pittsburgh

Philadelphia

New York

Boston

CombinedBusinessResidentialMarket
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2 Wure Analog Loops:

UNE Cost and Costif forbearnnDe is Granted
ecum g er 0 t }

$35.0

$JiD.O

$15.cro.

$,2.0.00

$,15.:Oij

$,10.:Oij

$5.00

'--"'='"'"T $~

mi,1 ILoops::
molE Cost aad 'C0:8:1 if 'Forbearance is Gralilted

R!ec rr' er'onih

$300AlO

$,250.00

$200.00

$150.00

$100.00

$<50.00

.$-

" =.~l

D :::a.tlr RI'.>"""'~ I.~
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:I:JS1 Transpor1:
UNE Cost arliCii Cost if For1be'~.u·3!nce is Gnul,ted

( eoorring per MOIiI )

083· Transport:
UNE C6S,land Cost ·f Forbearance is: Gr,;:mted

(Ree -I'lg per Melli

$351))110

~3!IJ'0_ClO

$2511.00

$l'llll.ClO

$ SIHIO

$100.06

$00.00

$~

$2.,5~llJlI!li

$2;,OOO:ClO

$1 ,5iJ IHIO

$1,000:00

$500_00

S71.~

S·' . 7

'--------------------------------""
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INCREASE IN ANNUAL RETAIL WIRELINE
EXPENDITURE BY MSA

Total Increase for Six MSAs: $2.4 Billion

r
INCREASE IN ANNUAL RETAil WIRELlN,E

EXP~ENDITURE BY MAR'KET

Total Increase for Six MSAs: $2.4 Billion

Boston:
$280,213189

Virginia Be3ch:

$104,111,282

Philadelphia:

S345,411 ,411

Mass Market
Voice:

$1 053,,822,229,
Enterprise:

- S751,371,127

I

Bwadband
Internet:

$564,852,1i60
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RelatiVt'- llicre-a.s .in ReI' .Ide'oUaJ AUOnal Relall en,d1llIres

RM:1d nltal' ofc~ and B,roadband InU~mi't

ISA MS
'{i)tal VoicC' aDd Broadb d
a % Total R.~faJI·WjL-eUIl~

Re' nu

U%

]I

] 1').1.

13%

15%

13

92 10 0 Roston

'e\l,' York " w Yom

Pbita<1e bia .$ PhUadd ia

Pit b h S Pittsbw- 1

Providell-ce

ir illiia Beai;:h

114 24 0
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COn:ID1entershave shown that
in, thevaslmajOrity·dfcases·
~q~ercialbui1dingsaren()t

... .. ... ·dit¢ct!OIi . .

·es·and: '
.s"'mtist'

., ... ··D.order:to,·
.vi~·'tib~t.¥ ..
~~:,ijasisl1()~
.'esi()n1y,()Ii ..

en 1.6%'ilid ,

alb~}l~~:yin
,.d:;costs, ,.: ..:.:,' ..:::>

'···'al· .

., ... .

pioviderscartfiotadd a
customerlocation to their
networkumesscustomet
demanda.tthelocatiou ..
exceedsthteeDS3'sof· ,.
c~pacity.t:·· ..

. 16cae . .. ..rvices;so
·tl1eydop.otaddress· the
substitutability
requirement.

•

• .Do notidentifYthe fiber
providyts Venzonclaims
are ..op¢.rating,each:route..

Thyonly,d~tasubIi1ittedby

..\le1'izol1.,~l1<lt'isclirecteatothis·

~I~~ht~n~=~~m '
C01llpetitiveFacilities

.. Goveiage:J?¢titidP,1Iig
:", ::." , :' , ..-.

must
ptoclll
c6rn.1'
C°tnP.: :> .." ,<'.

iIi awirecerifef
ofthosecompetit() .W111iIig
and,••able;fo,l.lSe its facilities;
includi#g ilsoWnloop· .. ..
facilities, within a .
c()nttnerci~l,yre<lSon .
periocl
r

·S.l1
1.

• Fail to acknowledge that
passing a. location does 110t
necessanlyenable the
.fiberpWner:foptovlde
service atthat location.
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"fac;1lij ... llcludil1g last-nine
fa¢ilitjes) in ailygivenwire
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'".. "., .",.,".

- 'OoIlolsn()W:competitors
.' areJ.lsmg.fioerlo·.provide
cotpm.e~Qi@;ly;.ay.~ilal;de·. ·

·ldcaltelecQID.·sewlces.

"V¢riz. .. ....dres .. ..
requiretr1enti~' seveiaLlistsof •
cOlIlpetitorcat'I'ier.·lit.·btl:ildings
andcirc1l.its.t Tnelists.do.not
,·meet'tm.snstandard.·.··.·.·'tn.e.·lists:

.., ."\1 .
"'credtb]
p~~~u¢t, .........• '..<. .'..:..... . ......\.. .•.. .., .•.•..•. ". .'•.'....•.••...• :•.•.......
custornef"perg chieved. -Carrie .ecoti11tsculled
.··by,.incfividu.~Lfa¢ilities,.basedby·Verizonfrom·.the,'E91',1·'
cotn.petitiVecatrlers. database are not an
VerlzoIl's'~proof"islitnitedJo accurate measure of CLEe
E911database-derivedJine market presence.8

cotlIltsandrvISA;.~everlit 0 E911 database line
buildingc1rcuitcoUtltsfor cotlIlts inflate
selective iIlc.lividtlal·.... ...... ··Cmarket

.c etitive.tarner§;7:··etfatioll.9 <

'sE911
{gddhdr·

sp~~ci1y facilities-
based market
penetration. 10

Verizon and competitive
carriers must be'shownto
have roughly equalmarket
positions. .

UseofCo:rn.peti.tive;Last;.Mile··
Facilities:'Petitionlngparty .
must show·separatelyfor each
product market that .
.competitors.are actuallyusing
theiriast-'rrrl.lefacilities.to'
proVide substitutableJoc~l'

teleco1ll.servicesto end users.·'•
.. in¢a ···\;·e;c~nt¢r.'. ; .

··Ma.rketlPenettat
.Petitroningpart
sePai"alely·.for.ea
mar1<:et··t1iatfati·
competitive carriers nave been.
successful' in wiIlIling
customers.

- Mass market penetration
by cable companies does
notcOlne close to meeting
the Omahastandard.
PenetratiOI1levelsare

2



generallyhalfor less than
thoseJoundinOmaha. n

.. . . . , .

.(JOnlpetitive!·carners today .
sefyeam~.ni$cliilenumber
(andperceritage)OfE:nd .
user locations via their
oWtifibe"

."(incltidln
facilities)inanygivell .
WitecentetWltmn'the'6·>".".···']3· ...., .

.M$1¥s atissue;
Sustaina15le'~Ql11.petitiofiby,.
multiple·facilities;.t>ased
catriersdoes·"not'.existtoday in
any product orgeographic
market. ,The record shows:

Inthernass"marlc.eF-- ." .... '.
• ,'. Cable.coI11panies

co
.'.'ac .' .. '., , ..

rnarketperietrationthat '.
Cox,enjoyed in ,..,.'.
Ornaha}5

• No other competitive
carriers provide mass
market service using
their own local loop
facilities. I6

Inthe, enterprise ·market -
• Cable companies are

unable todayto use
their own facilities to
offer the types of

Verizonh~$'p~qdtlc~<I'rio:gata
for .~achprodtlqi®g.... ··· ..' ....
geographiC·.rn~rket·showing

service bymllltiple fa"ilities­
basedcompetitivec~ers.

Verizon's •"evidence':' of.
compe~i~t. ·, •.tgE911
database4counts'
and
cil'cCO
indi~idualc(jmpet1tfve..
caITiers.14 . . .

Multiple Competitors:
Petitioning party must show
separatelyJor each product
arid geographic market that
thereareIIIUltiple facilities­
b(.lsedcompetitive carriers
providing..·substitutable.1ocaI..
telecomservices. to end users
in each wire. center.

3



services required by
wostenterprise
businesses,!?

'N()n't¢abl~c()InP~ti~(i)ts .
.•··today<serve.l··, . .

'" ·'p1ijp1S8trr~·p~rcetlt#g~· •.
ofenterpqsecustomers·
via th¢lr Qwnfacilities

.(i.ncludingi~st"rilile ".
facilities) in any given
Wire center withill the
.6MSAsatissue.18

with: .
~t' .
el

Vetizon.asks:·th~:q.
fofrustthafit:wf '.
1()6pjandtransp()rKfa¢lliti~sj. .':. :·@(>litITii~s' ....
availahleon.awholesaIebasispredict!okth·. .
atju,stand reasortable:~d, forbearance'V'enzollwilltreat
non-discrirn.in~torytatesand competitofs·thafreql.l1re'acces$'·
tetIns. ifforbearance. is toits·IQopsandtransport
granted~19" faitly,21Nosuch ....

cOrr1rner¢lal~y-r~asonable ..,.
wholesale'dealwas'orfered.·in..•.
ofuilli~.22·,A.S' a result, .
McI..eodUSAintendsto··.. ....
withdrawfrotn thatmarket~'

and In.tegra will notertter?3

:.-:. -.---. .

.Verizonpointst()/\\m.()le~alej
Advantage agteemertfsf6r
UNE(j.e"locaI'sWltcl.1ingf·
replacement' facilities as
evidence it wiIF"dothenght
thing.,,20

Wholesale Markeflhcentives:••.
·Petitiortiri.gpanyrhusfsh()',V.
thatirtlheabsenceofa .
Sectioh·.15·1unbundling
requirement,itw6uld have the
incerttiveanclabilitytomake

..attractiv~wholesaleofferings
avallabletoCotnpetitorswho
do nothllve theirowo la8t­
mileraCilities. .

Verizon's.Wholesale
A.dvantage agreements do not
provideCLECs with an
economically-viable
opportunity to compete.24

Verizon.hasbeert·unwilling to
makeaDSO Idopreplacemertt
product available to CLECs,zs

Verizon represents that its
special access services will be

4



.. .

•.... Is:not:relevantbecausetne·
tlIresgoldrequireIllel1ts.··of
facili~ies.c()y.eragealld .•..

.··rrHirket;·.peIletratioIlhave .:'
not.oeellfll.ti28

Ii 'lstlrJ:1tel1ableand
l11islea.ding.because·
Venzorh .

o Failstodnclude
only speciaLaccess ..
usedto.provide
local telecom
service;29

o Fails to identify
special access that
CLECsare·forced

. tgusebecausethey
are Ul1ableto
accessl.JNEs·.3o

o Presents its data
based on VGE
capacity rather than
number of circuits
or customers
served.3

!

Ii
25 shows that the

specia ..' sSjn~ketisIlor....
competitiveandthatVeflzon
is earningsupracotripetitive
rates-of-return onits special
accessproducts}6
Thereccfrd·evidenceis that ••
.Verizo!l'sdata:

Veriion has submitted special
accessd~ml1fid;llQdrevenue •..
d,atadnaneffortto.showthat
cgmpetiti()Il:woultfpe ..
preserved·.even.·iiCLECs···
couldnotaccessloopand
transportUNEs.ancFcpuldi '...
onlyohtain.Veri~on'sspecial
· ..····.···;····2T :) .accessserVlces./ .. '. ... •......

SpeciafAccessUsage: Use·of
Veflzon'ssp~(;ia1~ccess

setvi~esbycol11petitors is·.only
televanttotheC6nuni$si()ll~s

forbeararlCe·afialysis"onceit
has been determined for each
productand geographic
market that Illultlple.
cbmpetitots·.n~Ye:th¢r¢quired
facilities coverage and have
achieved considerable market
share.
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In the Matter ofPetition of the Verizon Telephone Companies for Forbearance Pursuant to 47 u.s.c. §
160(c) in the Boston Metropolitan Statistical Area, WC Docket No. 06-172, Petition of the Verizon
Telephone Companies for Forbearance ("Boston Petition"), Declaration of Quintin Lew, Judy Verses and
Patrick Garzillo Regarding Competition in the Boston Metropolitan Statistical Area, Exhibits 5, 6 (filed
Sept. 6, 2006) ("Boston Declaration"); In the Matter ofPetition ofthe Verizon Telephone Companies for
Forbearance Pursuant to 47 U.S.c. § 160(c) in the New York Metropolitan Statistical Area, WC Docket
No. 06-172, Petition of the Verizon Telephone Companies for Forbearance ("New York Petition"),
Declaration of Quintin Lew, Judy Verses and Patrick Garzillo Regarding Competition in the New York
Metropolitan Statistical Area, Exhibits 5, 6 (filed Sept. 6, 2006) ("New York Declaration"); In the Matter
of Petition of the Verizon Telephone Companies for Forbearance Pursuant to 47 u.s. C. § 160(c) in the
Philadelphia Metropolitan Statistical Area, WC Docket No. 06-172, Petition of the Verizon Telephone
Companies for Forbearance ("Philadelphia Petition"), Declaration of Quintin Lew, Judy Verses and Patrick
Garzillo Regarding Competition in the Philadelphia Metropolitan Statistical Area, Exhibits 5, 6 (filed Sept.
6, 2006) ("Philadelphia Declaration"); In the Matter of Petition of the Verizon Telephone Companies for
Forbearance Pursuant to 47 U.S.c. § 160(c) in the Pittsburgh Metropolitan Statistical Area, WC Docket
No. 06-172, Petition of the Verizon Telephone Companies for Forbearance ("Pittsburgh Petition"),
Declaration of Quintin Lew, Judy Verses and Patrick Garzillo Regarding Competition in the Pittsburgh
Metropolitan Statistical Area, Exhibits 5, 6 (filed Sept. 6, 2006) ("Pittsburgh Declaration"); In the Matter of
Petition of the Verizon Telephone Companies for Forbearance Pursuant to 47 U.s.c. § 160(c) in the
Providence Metropolitan Statistical Area, WC Docket No. 06-172, Petition of the Verizon Telephone
Companies for Forbearance ("Providence Petition"), Declaration of Quintin Lew, Judy Verses and Patrick
Garzillo Regarding Competition in the Providence Metropolitan Statistical Area, Exhibits 5, 6 (filed Sept.
6, 2006) ("Providence Declaration"); In the Matter of Petition of the Verizon Telephone Companies for
Forbearance Pursuant to 47 U.s.c. § 160(c) in the Virginia Beach Metropolitan Statistical Area, WC
Docket No. 06-172, Petition of the Verizon Telephone Companies for Forbearance ("Virginia Beach
Petition"), Declaration of Quintin Lew, Judy Verses and Patrick Garzillo Regarding Competition in the
Virginia Beach Metropolitan Statistical Area, Exhibits 5, 6 (filed Sept. 6, 2006) ("Virginia Beach
Declaration").

2

4

See Opposition of Time Warner Telecom Inc., Cbeyond Inc., and One Communications Corp., WC Docket
No. 06-172 (filed Mar. 5,2007) ("TWTC et al. Opposition"), at 43-45.

Ex Parte Letter from John J. Heitmann, Counsel to XO Communications, LLC to Marlene H. Dortch,
Secretary, Federal Communications Commission (Oct. 30, 2007) at 10 (Table 7) ("XO's Supplemental
Data on Commercial Lit Buildings"); Ex Parte Letter from Brad E. Mutschelknaus, Counsel to Covad
Communications Group, NuVox Communications and XO Communications, LLC to Marlene H. Dortch,
Secretary, Federal Communications Commission (Nov. 5,2007) at 7-8 ("XO's Supplemental Data on Loop
Based Competition").

/d., at 10, n. II (citing Declaration of Ajay Govil on Behalf of XO ComrtlUnications, LLC, in WC Docket
No. 05-25 and RM-10593). See also TWTC et al. Opposition, at 17,20-21,22.
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5

6

7

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

Reply Comments of the Verizon Telephone Companies ("Verizon Reply Comments"), Reply Declaration
of Quintin Lew, John Wimsatt and Patrick Garzillo, WC Docket No. 06-172 ("Verizon Reply Declaration")
(filed Apr. 18,2007), at Exhibit 9.

Comments of Covad Communications Group, NuVox Communications and XO Communications, LLC,
WC Docket No. 06-172 (filed Mar. 5,2007) ("XO et al. Comments"), at 47-49; XO's Supplemental Data
on Commercial Lit Buildings; TWTC et al. Opposition, at 44-45.

Verizon Reply Declaration, at Exhibits l.A-1.F, 2, 4, 9.

Comments of Cox Communications, Inc., WC Docket No. 06-172 (filed Mar. 5, 2007) ("Cox Comments"),
at 27, 32; XO et al. Comments, at 12-14, Exhibit 1 (Declaration of Joseph Gillan) and Exhibit 2
(Declaration of Lisa R. Youngers); Ex Parte Letter from Joint CLECs to Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary,
Federal Communications Commission (Sept. 4, 2007), at 13-21 and Supplemental Declaration of Joseph
Gillan ("Joint CLECs' Comments on E911 Data"); Ex Parte Presentation of Covad Communications
Group, NuVox Communications and XO Communications, LLC, WC Docket No. 06-172 (filed Sept. 21,
2007), at 8; XO's Supplemental Data on Loop Based Competition, at 2-7.

!d.

Comments of Comcast Corporation, WC Docket No. 06-172 (filed Mar. 5, 2007) ("Comcast Comments"),
at 4; Cox Comments, at 25, 31; Opposition of Charter Communications, Inc., WC Docket No. 06-172 (filed
Apr. 18,2007) ("Charter Opposition"), at 4-5; Comments of Time Warner Cable, WC Docket No. 06-172
(filed Mar. 5,2007) ("TWC Comments"), at 12; TWTC et al. Opposition, at 15-17; Ex Parte Letter from
Philip J. Macres, Counsel to RCN Telecom Services, Inc. to Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary, Federal
Communications Commission (Oct. 9, 2007) (transmitting data requested by Commission Staff) ("RCN
Data Ex Parte"); Ex Parte Letter from Brian W. Murray, Counsel to Time Warner Cable, to Marlene H.
Dortch, Secretary, Federal Communications Commission (Oct. 9, 2007) (transmitting data requested by
Commission Staff) ("TWC Data Ex Parte") .

Charter Opposition, at 4-5; Comcast Comments, at 4; Cox Comments, at 25-26,27,32; TWC Comments,
at 4-5; Reply Comments of Covad Communications Group, NuVox Communications, and XO
Communications, LLC (filed Apr. 18,2007) ("XO et al. Reply Comments"), at 13-14; RCN Data Ex Parte;
TWC Data Ex Parte; XO's Supplemental Data on Loop-Based Competition, at 5-7.

Ex Parte Letter from Genevieve Morelli, Counsel to Covad Communications Group, NuVox
Communications and XO Communications, LLC to Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary, Federal
Communications Commission (Oct. 25, 2007) (transmitting comments of the Department of Defense and
the Federal Executive Agencies in proceedings before the New York Public Service Commission and
Virginia State Corporation Commission) ("DOD/FEA Submissions"); see also Comments in Opposition of
ACN Communications Services, Inc., et al. (filed Mar. 5, 2007) ("ACN et al. Opposition"), at 27; Comcast
Comments, at 4-5; Cox Comments, at 27-28; TWC Comments, at 19-21; TWTC et al. Opposition, at 38-47;
XO et al. Reply Comments, at 13-17.

See XO's Supplemental Data on Loop-Based Competition, at 5-8.

See infra, at n. 7.

Charter Opposition, at 4-5; Comcast Comments, at 4; Cox Comments, at 25-26, 31-32; XO et al. Reply
Comments, at 13-14; RCN Data Ex Parte; TWC Data Ex Parte; XO's Supplemental Data on Loop-Based
Competition, at 5-7.

Cox Comments, at 26-27; see also Charter Comments, at 3-4; Comcast Comments, at 3-4; XO's
Supplemental Data on Loop-Based Competition.
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17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

DOD/FEA Submissions; see also ACN et aI. Opposition, at 27; Comcast Comments, at 4-5; Cox
Comments, at 27-28; TWC Comments, at 19-21; TWTC et aI. Opposition, at 38-47; XO et al. Reply
Comments, at 13-17.

Joint CLECs' Comments on E911 Data, at 9-11; XO et aI. Comments, at 47-49; XO's Supplemental Data
on Commercial Lit Buildings; TWTC et aI. Opposition, at 44-45.

See Boston Petition, at 14-15; New York Petition, at 14-15; Philadelphia Petition, at 14-16; Pittsburgh
Petition, at 14-15; Providence Petition, at 13-14; Virginia Beach Petition, at 13-15; see also Verizon Reply
Comments, at 32 and Reply Declaration, at ~ 51.

Id.

Letter from Philip J. Macres, Bingham, Counsel to Alpheus Communications, L.P. et aI. to Marlene H.
Dortch, Secretary, Federal Communications Commission (JuI. 10,2007), at 4-14 ("Ex Parte Letter on Loop
Unbundling"); Joint CLECs' Comments on E911 Data; see also ACN et al. Comments, at 34-35;
Opposition of Cavalier Telephone Subsidiaries to Verizon's Petitions for Forbearance (filed Mar. 5, 2007),
at 12; Comments of the City of Philadelphia (filed Mar. 5, 2007), at 25; Opposition of Monmouth
Telephone & Telegraph, Inc. (filed Mar. 5, 2007), at 12; Sprint Nextel's Opposition to Petitions for
Forbearance (filed Mar. 5, 2007), at 17-18; Telecom Investors' Opposition (filed Mar. 5,2007), at 3; XO et
aI. Comments, at 52-53, 54; XO et aI. Reply Comments, at 8-9, 20-22.

Ex Parte Letter on Loop Unbundling, at 4-6 (footnotes omitted); XO et aI. Comments, at 54.

Joint CLECs' Comments on E911 Data, at 10-11 (citing In the Matter ofQwest Corporation Petitionfor
Forbearance Pursuant to 47 U.S.c. § 160(c) in the Omaha Metropolitan Statistical Area, WC Docket No.
04-223, Petition for Modification of McLeodUSA Telecommqnications Services, Inc., (filed JuI. 23,
2007)); Comments ofIntegra Telecom, Inc. (filed Mar. 5, 2007), at 4. See also XO et aI. Comments, at 54
(citing Letter from Chris McFarland, Group Vice President, McLeodUSA to Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary,
Federal Communications Commission, WC Docket No. 05-281 (Dec. 15,2006)).

ACN et aI. Comments, at 33; XO et aI. Comments, at 52; XO et aI. Reply Comments, at 8-9.

Ex Parte Letter on Loop Unbundling, at 6-7 (footnotes omitted).

Joint CLECs' Comments on E911 Data, at 21-28; see also, ACN et aI. Comments, at 39; XO et aI.
Comments, at 55-58; TWTC et al. Comments, at 31-32.

See Verizon Reply Declaration, at Exhibits 5, 6, 7 and 10.

Joint CLECs' Comments on E911 Data, at 21-28.

Id., at 22-23.

Id., at 23.

!d. 23-24.
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